tis-j Zg 1971 


The 

Sditor 

Tim 

Hew Yor’ 

The 

Haw Yor 

Mow 

York, li 

Sirs 



fimea 
(i'aw York’ 


Scsigiiing Jolm Saplan. to 'VavisiH’* anj of lay tjritir-'^ j" IIt-a v-Snw 

Spxro Ajrno'w Senator Fulbr-? '^-ht ' orc-^x'- tUbon •^Vio 

o\ - “ -> , Lh^sn t^ue Sunday I’isiss Bcc-k 

-f ^ typiaaily, Iv'aplaa ^ente-d a neraorai aniin 

he has been too aowai'd.lT to ■tndulr'a an- 17. 12 

f*w>'r» HAi*? oij/isr v^ay always 

tilers is no possibility of resop:ni?,in?^ 
it dissloscs of tho orimlalixicr" c.£ tas 
soDiety in tims of stress, or ths~total“ 
aodi.G..oa o.^taax^ reBponsioilitxB^ by ia-«yers on both 

S ® " tnsir^vioiatioa of tha bar’s oaaons and the 
-Sf-? e^eryons’s rxghts out the prosecutor’s and his ner» 

ujOu^ta^ iriolcjt/ioa ot tb.o ba^^s axiandardsn 


^owa that whsa hs has a conflict of Interest hs mav 

conflicts qualify Eaplar. for this 

First, ha is a blind partisan of the ¥arx»en Commission and to dls- 

basis ia to him "silly", /^is slxaiseful 
thoughtful lau or hoSi-st reviewing 
^ Aaerisan Schola r prompted a latte*^ 

iorcsful. Faced with words I have nsvar ac- 
coptea irom anyone, he was silent, preferring to lurk in aabush for 

if ‘^5' personal criticism was tnxs, 

/y “■ ■“;[•*- ?""^ f silsnoa,. Ills sciament on rny work then was that 

it was 'caarity' to ignore it, validated, no doubt, by it! Llf! 
©v.Xlioa sale as of the time of that "revisw^^^ 

Your identification of Ksplan aa a law teacher is inadequate for the 

reporters who covered the 

were^ inoompstent?) Ho was also law eler-k to Asso» 
Ooui’t cusexos ’foa Clark, whose son x-jas AttOi’ney General 
P”Qssxn.g i.na riational Arshivas and ths Dopartvacjit of 
Ja^uioa uo releaao eupprosssd eviderxee in the JFIC assassination, 

Crxmxnal Division of ths Eoportnent of Justice. 
^5;;‘;,.,:! eolxeaguos X won by suit this conCisoatod and 

sc.pyvegaed evxaensa, gocx;ing evsn a rare summary judgment ar/aixxat the 
Dopoiri.aonu in wnieh liaiilan sei'vsd, agaiixst his- former eolloaguoa. 
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W.lfcb. a long chapter devoted to this and to that sxippressed evideno© 
in tho book, \-iith. some of it reproduced in faosiraile in the test 
and a 50 “PSS® dosutacntary appendis, can Esplan have better reason 
for raaking no mention in his *' re vis's?*’, falsely alleging instead 
that I rely on "newspaper stories"? He can -■ and should - choke 
on the considerable stack of court papers I have, 200 from this 
suit alone. 

/'■- 

; Kaplan also co-authorsd "iTh© Trial of Jack Ruby", in which he al- 
/ legad Ruby was inadequately defended. What better proof than that 
/ Euby w on, on appeal? And tiith Kaplan's niggling eomaents about tsy 

/ not being a lawyer (with him as a sample, I rejoice), o.n viihat point 

- did Euby win? The -testiiaony (perjurious) of one Sergeant Patrick 
j Dean - precisely the point _! called to the attention of Rubyjs law- 

I yers and ex/actly the point~"la.wyer Kaplan vdssed in his own mastor- 

I piece. Hot because he didn't discuss Dean's testimony before the 
' V7ar-ren CoEimission, for he did (pp.looff.). It is sliaply because 
'• Kaplan is such a legal whiz kid. 

With his spurious coniplaints about my ta-iting (inacc\iraoy being 
one he failed to make), hasty examination of his is not inappropri- 
ate. After all, you do present him as an expert on both law and 
po3.itical assassinations. 


Discussing whether or not there existed a picture of the President 
taken shortly af'bar his assassination (p.2S), Kaplan uses the words 
"oven wf 3.t existed*’. Gan he be so unfcmiLlxar wrtn aixtopsxcs? Xs 
he unaware that his formes* associates still suppress these in the 
lational Archis**es? Ivhether or not clandestine ones -tiers made in 
Dallas is irralevaat. Official ones were made, within hours , in 
Bathesda. 


Kaplan's undeviating devotion to precision and accuracy, his measure 
of his expertise, is found on page l'n2 in this advice he deigned to 
give t 

All h© had to do x?as call to the stand the agent in charge 
of the Dallas office of the Secret Service, Forrest Sorrels. 
Sorrels xjas the last person x.*ho asked the last question of 
Oswald. 

Forrest Sorre ls w.as not there . It xsas then-inspector Tom Kelley, 
■whoso reporet 'bhereon Is reproduced in facsimile in the Warren Re- 
port {p.{»33). i-rnich illustrates another point: It is easier to 

defend the V/arrea Report if on© is not familiar with it. 

Illustrative of Kaplan's great care with fast and detail (p.ll5) 
is "...Jlra Zimmerman, a tiiir*ty-ona-year-oid fortTier Office of 
Strategic lavestig s-ti on agent ..." (emphasis added). I *M8S in the 
Office of STiFatagro oervioea (and honored for that service). If 
it is hare that Sinmerma se’rved, he surely is one of the youngest 
agents on record in any intelligence service, f5s*rit ceased to ex- 
ist by ZirmserEiasi’ s I6^h year. 
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Eaplan kn©H of sy honored war-tiae intelligence soririoe, Ee knew 
of my years as a Senate invostigator, of bj espo^nre of Iasi car- 
o penstrotioii ot and espionage in American industry. 

So, having falsely criticized isy work for depending on newspaper 
stories, he doscribos me and sy qualifications thus; "(ho is de- 
scribed elsewhere as a chicken farmer) "» 


Eais is preceded by the gratuity that ray "gr-asp of the law is, to 
say ^the least, somewhat shaky," Tliox'e was a rocont test of this 
in low York. Percy Foreman, the man who without false modesty 
calls himself a greater criminal lawyer than Glaronce Barrow, had 
his taaka-up half on i^hon he learned he was to confront so oa SvI 
Ee fled, half Eiade up. So fast the Sew York fitnes March 20, 1971, 
Ixstiag could not be eorrestod. It reads, "Talk Shoi'il Sarold 
¥eioberg, Percy Foreman, guests," 


Slow -shaky can I be? Or ooxild it bo that Foreman, tmlika Kaplan, 
would _ not be behind my back end had read FRAt£B-UP other than Eap- 
lan did, discovering, among many' other things, the facsimila repr-o- 
auction or Eav*s contracts vjitb. his lav^jors, rroiis ukicn Ray ir^ot not 
a pGOT.y lPP* 4 o 9 -p 04 )s including txv'o Icttors in which Poretiian 'bribed 
Ra/ to keep his mouth closed Tor 2i|- houtrs (his threats that Hay 
would be killed having vjorn thin). 


"lle'wspaper stories". Lawyer Eaplan, 


lew York Yimes editor? 


Indeed, X am not a lawyer, and Eaplan teaches it Cpsrish the 
tnought, viibh what he can keep down), ‘'Shaky" or not, lawyer or 
not, A. would weieoHs a chance to face this back-knifer who* defends 
corraption of the Isxf and abuse of rights, say in Garnc''ia Fs31 
wm. a jury from -the trial lawyers* assooiatiL! SrSrLfiho 
shaises , iijho knox«is the fact, who eorroo"bly reflects the law - t^ho 
is honest. 


Eaplan* s is not a review, Xt is a vicious and knowingly dishonest 
personal attack on ms because Kaplan does not like my writinv, my 
ooii^!/6mpt for him so lucidly espressed, a'nd because he cannot on 
zact fault FILicJS-UP, Yhere thus is little to which to res'oond. 

Mo in no way reflects the book or its contents and deliberaSclr 
misrepresents its doctrine. 


^ SSlS. was^not involved. I do say there was a eonspir— 

' ESX tnxE open court , Gould Eapiaa ha-vo better reason 

_hut this pillar of the law, this upholder 
Oi tine^ ueoent_ sooietj, finds unimportant "whether or not Ray fbed 
tna fatal bullet . If Eaplan prefers political aasasiins roaming 
i»no land free, put ms down as one who does not. 


Eapiaa finds "eaigious" redundant proofs tliat the shooting could 
nou in any way be Soanssted "with Ray. tl3 deprecates the two things 
he aciinoHlocgas in cay direct quotation from the suonras-sad evi- 
^ W an FBI agent who said hs'ejjarained a "b 

D’uiiSi.^ wnen -plaa-t _bullet exploded and hs had but a fragmen-tj and 
tne j.aci. -shat the FBI could not eoanect that misrsprssented 
ment with the rifle. ' ° 
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Taovo was once a tie:® when imiocence was assuisad until guilt was 
pro'cran, '‘beyond reasonable doubt and to a moral certainty" ■» un- 
til the Kaplans started practicing in the Department of Justice 
and teaching the law. 

He is not, however, without an arcane description of the confisca- 
tion of the ooiirt record of the public trial' of an American and 
its suppression by the Department of Justice - his Department of 
.Justice. ‘T-liat and the fact that Ray’s court-appesnted lawyer in 
London said he would have to "check me out" with the F;3I before 
letting me see the evidence against the man he "defended" are, to 
Kaplan, no more than "inconvenience, bureaucratic bumbling," 

Hor is balance one of Kaplan’s faults. 5o him, "William Bradford 
Euie, Arthur Hanes, Percy Porem.an and a host of others are treated 
savagely" (the false-swearing FBI agent is his single example), 

Huie decided there could be no "justice" unless he bought it, so 
buy it ha did, in sis figures. Hay never got a penny. Bought 
Arthui’ Hanes, having laade Ms deal with Kuie, contracted no more 
than two things with Ray: a thorotigh milking and to act os his 
literary agent, fhe Hanes contract does not provide for Ray’s 
legal defense. Heed I say more of Foreman who sent Ray up the 
river? When I expose this, it is "eavagei^y", 

VJhat i.s it then when, a Kaplan concludes as thoroughgoingly dis- 
honest a writing as Department of Justice apprenticeship can pro- 
vide (ohji yes, even today ha objects to exposure of t^hat he cannot 
refute because it makes the FBI "look bad'4.) about a book as grossly 
misrppresentsd as skilled and practiced deceptinn can evolve by 
asking "why one might wish to read ... or devote newspaper space 
to the book. Aside of course fi’oa its interest to those in i±ie 
healing profession." 

If Kaplan considers Mmself equal to the "healing", there is 
still Carnegie Hall, 

One reason such newspaper space might be devoted to the book is 
an effort to kill it. 

One reason some taay care to read FSAHS-UP is the reason I wrote 
it: So that, when the protections of society fail, notably the 

lawyers and the ociirts, society and its members may still be de- 
fended j an effort may still be made to make government work: and 
to restore viability to its jeopardized institutions. 

And so political asss.sans may not roam the land, free to assassi- 
nate others who seek to lead toward peace and to get for those so 
long denied it their fair share of the fruit of our national life. 

Sincerely, 


Harold Haisberg 



